NE 1029:  Minutes, March 24, 2011
Meeting venue changed at the onset of the meeting.  Meeting called into session, 8:40 am, after reassembling in new meeting room.
1. a.  Attendance: Mark Skidmore, Michigan State U, chair; Peter Stenberg, ERS, secretary; Judith Stallmann, U of Missouri; James Rossi, U of Missouri; Steve Deller, U of Wisconsin; Daniel Otto, Iowa State U; David Hughes, Clemson U; Doug Morris, U of New Hampshire; Daniel Rainey, U of Arkansas; Mitch Renkow, North Carolina State U; Wayne Miller, U of Arkansas; Yong Chen, U of Oregon; Brian Whitacre, Oklahoma State U;
1. b. Introductions were made
1. c. Last year’s Minutes were approved 

1. d. Addition to agenda:  none 

1. e. Elections:  Peter Stenberg elected chair for 2012.  David Hughes was elected secretary.  

1. f. Meet next year chosen: Charlotte, NC in conjunction with the SRSA conference in 2012 after consideration of concurrent meetings with WRSA and NARSC conferences.  Time of NARSC conference made it not feasible.  Location of WRSA conference (Hawaii) made it not feasible.
1. g. Reminder to members, for those not having done so already, to send in annual reports for 2010.
2.  New Business  
2a: Objectives and Milestones:  Entering 4th year of project—ends in 2012.  
NE-1029 Project Objectives:

Objective 1: To better understand the emerging opportunities and threats to the economic structure of non-metropolitan communities arising from forces that change the size or structure of rural markets. We focus on broadband, biofuels and renewable energy, and health care.

Objective 2: To determine the root causes of changes in rural labor markets, the employment and demographic growth that are likely to occur in the future, and the degree to which these factors are modified by workforce development policies.
Objective 3: To understand the effects of public policy on rural areas and rural industries.

Objective 4: To identify community characteristics associated with viable and healthy rural communities and investigate policy alternatives to enhance these characteristics.
It was noted that successful research has been on-going in each objective and the NE-1029 project has been very productive.  Detailed discussion on each institution’s annual report was tabled as discussion needed on Project renewal.  It was noted that the NIFA Areas of Focus were developed after the NE-1029 project had been going more than a year.

The NIFA Areas of Focus are: 
1. Global food security and hunger

2. Climate change 

3. Sustainable energy

4. Childhood Obesity

5. Food safety 

2b. The membership was polled on interest in continuing with the research project.  All were in favor of continuing and agreed to proceed with the renewal. The renewed project will address issues under the Experiment Stations’ Science Roadmap (that also overlaps with the NIFA Areas of Focus)  (Note: this a correction from meeting as the following 7 points had been noted as the NIFA Areas of Focus).

Science Roadmap:
1. Enhancing the sustainability, competitiveness, and profitability of U. S. food and agricultural systems.

2. Adapting to and mitigating the impacts of climate change on food, feed, fiber and fuel systems in the U.S.

3. Supporting energy security and the development of the bio-economy from renewable natural resources in the U.S.

4. Playing a global leadership role to ensure a safe, secure and abundant food supply for the U.S. and the world.

5. Improving human health, nutrition and wellness of the US population.

6. Heightening environmental stewardship through the development of sustainable management practices.

7. Strengthening individual, family and community development and resilience.

It was noted that the research project, given the historical research efforts of the members, focus on elements 1 and 7.
On-going projects included (but no complete list developed at the meeting as these are the annual reports that are due) 

· Local foods and rural amenities – CSU, NCSU

· Bioenergy/renewable – MO, ERS

· Water issues/environmental – MI

· Rural amenities – WI, MI

· Tourism, ag tourism – AR, WI

· Ag labor force

· Broadband Internet – OK, NCSU, ERS

2c. Discussion of new 5 year plan
Current draft has the project with two objectives falling mostly under the Roadmap areas 1 and 7:  

(I) LOCAL/REGIONAL FOODS and (II) COMMUNITY RESILIENCE

The objectives were defined and elucidated in an open discussion.  The discussion led to:
I) LOCAL/REGIONAL FOODS

Objective:  To better understand the emerging opportunities and threats to the economic structure of non-metropolitan communities arising from the potential shifts in local and regional food systems.

Issues:

a. Thinking regionally

b. Nutrition

c. Food security, including the issue of food deserts

d. Tourism, including rural amenities and agriculture tourism

e. Entrepreneurship

f. Systemic changes, including Internet use, 

Research for this objective would include overarching research topics, such as: does proximity to unique urban markets drive these issues?  It was noted that the issue of distance in understanding local, or regional, foods.  As researchers of rural economies we have a lot to contribute here in the understanding of the spatial dimension of local foods.

It was noted that there is significant overlap between I and II, e.g. the Internet is used to bundle local foods.  The relationship between local foods and food security was noted.
II) COMMUNITY RESILIENCE AND NATURAL/HUMAN-MADE DISASTERS

Objective:  To identify and analyze policies and strategies contributing to the viability and resiliency of communities in responding to economic and policy changes and to shocks, natural and human-made.
Definitions were developed in the discussion:

· Natural disasters – floods, hurricanes, etc.

· Human-made “disasters” – economic, terrorism, poor pest policies, etc.

· Resiliency - not just emergency management.  Long term view here, not short term FEMA type view like rebuilding.  Sustainability and ability of community to respond to changes and to grow.
Issues:

a. Social capital – networks and connections within community, capacity

b. Public infrastructure and finance

c. Regional and multi-community cooperation

d. Regional economic clusters, diversity, and structure

e. Human capital – education, health care, etc.

f. Population loss, aging population, migration, home ownership

g. Environment, climate change, water issues, rural natural amenities

h. State and local public finance
A number of additional points were raised in the discussion:  what does home ownership mean to community resilience?  What about the aging population in rural or declining urban areas mean?  E.g. Michigan’s shrinking city population.  What is the social impact?  What does infrastructure really mean?  What types of infrastructure are we addressing here?  Economic clusters versus economic diversification? Historically rural communities have cooperated in development and administration of landfills.
It was decided by acclamation that Mitch Renkow, North Carolina State U, would lead in the development of Objective I.  Steve Deller, WI, would take the lead on the development of Objective II.  Peter Stenberg and David Hughes as the incoming Project officers would be responsible for the combined effort.

Adjourned  11:50 am.
